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The Static-99R total score ranges from -3 to 12 and the midpoint of the scale roughly 
corresponds with a score of 3 or 4.  Coding across ten items is based largely on 
characteristics of the “index sex offense” statistically most predictive of sex offense 
reconviction.   The index sex offense is usually the most recent sex offense and it may 
involve an arrest, conviction, and in some cases an institutional rules violation.  
Scores of -3 to 1 are categorized Low risk.  Scores of 2-3 are Low-Moderate.  Scores of 
4-5 are Moderate-High.  And scores of 6 and higher are High.   
 
Sex offenders in the normative sample were not equally represented across the range 
of total scores.  Instead, they were disproportionately represented across the lower 
end of the range.  A total score of 4, for example, roughly represents the midpoint of 
the range but it does not correspond with a percentile of fifty.  Instead, 80% of sex 
offenders in the normative sample obtained this score or lower.  At the highest end of 
the range of total scores, fewer than 1% of sex offenders in the normative sample 
obtained scores of 8 to 12.  It is for this reason that seemingly high percentiles are 
associated with lower risk categorical ratings (i.e., An inmate who obtains a percentile 
rank of 65 is rated low/moderate). 
 
Authors of the Static-99R advise that changes to item coding and corresponding risk 
categories are forthcoming.  The Board has made arrangements with Amy Phenix, co-
author of the Static-99 and expert retained by SARATSO (the State Authorized Risk 
Assessment Tool for Sex Offenders), to provide psychologists additional training.   
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Original Static-99 samples contained few offenders who committed sexual offenses as 
juveniles and very few, if any, would have served long prison sentences.  Such cases 
would have been so uncommon in the original Static-99 normative samples that 
authors instruct psychologists to “use more caution than usual” when interpreting 
their total scores and risk categories and to consider the developmental context in 
which juvenile sex offenses occurred.   
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Although the Static-99R was subsequently cross validated across numerous settings 
and offender typologies, its percentile ranks and categorical ratings are based upon 
comparisons to the validation sample.   
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The rate of sexual recidivism was slightly higher for the sample of California 
probationers [26 of 428 (6.1%)].   
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Adjusting or overriding Static-99R ratings or risk categories due to aging or other risk 
considerations not captured in the actuary would distance Static-99R estimates (and 
normative references) from their empirical base and substantially reduce their 
predictive accuracy. 
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These risk indicators reflect an amalgamation of the Static-99R, Stable-2007, SVR-20, 
and SRA-FV and literature summarized in Mann, R., Hanson, R. K., Thornton, D. 
(2010). Assessing Risk for Sexual Recidivism: Some Proposals on the Nature of 
Psychologically Meaningful Risk Factors.   
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Mann et al. (2010) concluded, “the conditions under which denial contributes to 
recidivism risk for sexual offenders have not been clearly identified.  It is likely that 
some aspects of denial are genuine protective, for by denying their offenses, some 
offenders can be advancing a ‘redemption script’ and distancing themselves from 
their prior misdeeds (Maruna and Mann, 2006).  Denial can also be criminogenic 
when it is motivated by the crass desire to avoid punishment or by a failure to 
recognize their transgressions as sexual crimes.  One hypothesis that follows from 
this view is that denial would be protective for offenders demonstrating positive 
behavioral change in other areas, but denial would increase the risk for sexual 
offenders who remain committed to deviant lifestyles or otherwise criminogenic 
influences.”   
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